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Fig. S2. Postmatching regression model results.
Regression coefficients and 95% credible intervals from Bayesian hierarchical models for the impacts of proximity to protected area, as well as additional matching covariates and interactions, on likelihood of stunting (A) and household wealth scores (B). For (A), negative regression coefficients indicate variables that are associated with a reduction in the likelihood of childhood stunting. For (B), positive regression coefficients indicate variables that are associated with increased household wealth scores. Colored symbols represent different categories of predictor variables: green -protected areas; blue -environmental conditions; brown -socioeconomic information. Comparison of coefficients from Bayesian hierarchical models of height-for-age growth scores (A), stunting likelihood (B), household wealth scores (C), and likelihood of poverty (D) at three distances used as threshold for considering a household is "near" a PA: base case of 10km (circles), 5km (squares), and 20km (triangles). For (B) and (D), negative regression coefficients indicate variables that reduce the likelihood of stunting and poverty, respectively. 
